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WIN AND END THE WAE 



This is no time for darkening counsel by words. 
Since it is true that in time of irreconcilable 
conflict in welfares the lesser must succumb to the 
greater ; since it is true that we are now faced with an 
irreconcilable conflict between the will to might of 
the German Government and the will to right of the 
United States; since we believe it to be true that 
there is therefore an irreconcilable conflict between 
the welfare of kings and the welfare of peoples ; since 
it is true, as we believe, that a triumphant Germany 
would now destroy every hope we have for a world 
governed by justice, and that what we mean by 
civilization is therefore hanging at this hour in the 
balance; since it is true that our country is, by the 
vote of our representatives duly elected, at war with 
the Imperial German Government that that civiliza- 
tion may be ; since it is true that our boys are now by 
the thousands on the firing lines of France and that 
they are already dying there for us; since it is true 
that our lawfully created representatives are, at our 
bidding, bending every effort to bring the German 
Government to terms and to end the destruction; 
since these things are true, terribly true, this cer- 
tainly is no time for a loyalty of squinting construc- 
tions, or for behavior of a doubtful sort on the part 
of any one within the United States. Now of all 
times in our history is the time for confining our- 
selves "within the modest limits of order." 

We must believe in law. Without law there is 
chaos. Law is the instrument by which the majority, 
individually weak and right minded, control the few 
individually aggressive and criminal. Where there 
is no law, might and cunning prevail. Laws are rules 
of conduct which we are all morally bound to obey. 
If we will to live within the United States we by 
that act tacitly agree to obey the laws of the United 
States. 

If we give "aid and comfort" to Germany in 
these times, we disobey the most fundamental law of 
our land. When our chosen leaders are, in accord- 
ance with the law, bending every effort to bring the 
German Government to terms, for any of us to harass 
these our representatives in authority is to stir up the 
dust, befog the issues, prolong the horror, give en- 



couragement to Germany, do violence to law, and toy 
with treason. 

We state these elementary principles here, not be- 
cause we are interested in principles merely, but be- 
cause many radical persons, commonly called "paci- 
fists," ignore these principles to the embarrassing 
detriment of the very thing they and we believe in 
and would advance. The so-called People's Council 
is made up largely of just such deluded persons. 
What has been known for a time as the American 
Union Against Militarism has, we are informed, 
changed its name to "American Union for a Demo- 
cratic Peace," and its members are now evidently 
applying essentially the same obscurantist and dis- 
turbing methods as the People's Council. These per- 
fectly sincere "radicals" are raising the dust, getting 
nowhere, bringing upon themselves the contempt of 
healthy-minded men, and by their stupid proceedings 
rendering a serious injury to the cause of interna- 
tional peace. For any body of intelligent persons to 
organize themselves and to say as a body at this time, 
"We are utterly opposed to the extension of militarism 
in this country," would be laughable were it not so 
counter to the law as it is, treasonable in substance 
and tragical. The job of the hour has nothing to do 
with "annexations," "indemnities," "economic re- 
prisals," unofficial "German peace proposals." To 
blur our thinking with such matters at this time is 
to distort our perspective, to give comfort to our 
enemies, and to prolong the war. The supreme duty 
of every man, woman, and child in America today 
is, avoiding panics and hatreds of persons, to re- 
member the ghastly offences of a might-worshiping 
aggressor, and to bend every possible effort to win 
and to end this war. 

When they ask us of this Society, as frequently 
they do, how we can "support war with one hand and 
peace with the other," we reply by pointing to our 
well-nigh hundred years of consistent effort- in be- 
half of a reign of law. We cannot now turn against 
the only law we have left. We must and will support 
the only machinery we have for the maintenance of 
that law, namely, the United States Government. 
If some member of the People's Council pathetically 
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asks us, as one recently did, "Who, then, is to rep- 
resent the people?" our reply must be that we can 
recognize but one "representative of the people" 
today, and that is not the People's Council, but the 
Government duly elected and sworn to do precisely 
that thing. 

At eighteen minutes past one o'clock, Friday, 
April 6, 1917, something happened in the world. 
On that day and hour the President of the United 
States signed a resolution which had been passed 
by both houses of the Congress, a resolution which 
officially declared the state of war which had been 
thrust upon this country. This momentous act 
altered completely the bases upon which we fash- 
ioned our daily behavior prior to that action. It 
seems difficult for many to grasp this fact, but it 
is a fact which must be grasped. With the situation 
as it is, there can be no governed world of the kind 
that rational men would have. Judicial processes are 
at the time internationally impossible. The methods 
of peaceable settlement must wait, because there in 
the way of these things stands the Imperial German 
Government. To go back now would be disastrous. 
The only way to the attainment of our aims is for- 
ward. Law, justice, common sense, the world peace 
we purpose to establish, all call now for a perfect 
unity of opinion and purpose, a call which should 
and must be heard by us all, whether we are mem- 
bers of this or that "group" or of no group at all. 
The clarion, unmistakable call to us all is, that we 
must now end this war by winning it. 



CONFLICTS IN WELFARES 

Assuming that irreconcilable conflicts in welfares 
do arise, what is to be done when one is at hand? 
In the preceding editorial we begin with the statement 
that in such a case the lower must succumb to the higher. 
Is this statement justified? 

Surely great irreconcilable conflicts have arisen, such 
as between the Greeks and the Persians, for example, in 
490 B. C, when, it is generally agreed, the victory of 
Miltiades over ten times his forces on the field of Mara- 
thon — not a very bloody affair — caused night to settle 
upon the tyranny of Hippias and upon eastern bar- 
barism generally. Historians agree that this battle of 
Marathon, with its victory for the Athenians, enforced 
justice and advanced civilization. An irreconcilable 
conflict in welfares had arisen. The greater of the 
two welfares prevailed, and right was advanced. 

In after years, when Greece became proud and in- 
tolerant, she in turn was sacrificed at Syracuse, 413 



B. C. Again there was, we believe, a happy result, for 
Eome was thus left to conquer Carthage, and in time 
the law and the language of the Latins became pre- 
dominant among the Spanish, French, Italian, and the 
English-speaking races. Once again, it is argued, justice 
was enforced and civilization advanced by war. 

It was so, we are led to believe, when Attila, King 
of the Huns, called appropriately the "Scourge of God," 
headed the wild barbarism of an infinite past and came 
into irreconcilable conflict with the West. Attila is 
but a memory, a departed nightmare, for the bloody 
fields near Chalons checked in 451 the advance of this 
"Sword of Mars" and rebuked forever the ruthless 
adulation of might. Liberty of conscience became a 
fairer thing because of the defeat of the Armada in 
England's Narrow Seas. The defeat of Alva's infantry, 
when the redeeming waters of the North Sea flooded 
the tulip gardens of Holland, paved the way for Dutch 
and American liberty. The defeat of Georgian prin- 
ciples at Saratoga and Yorktown promoted faith in the 
equality of States. So with Runnymede, Hastings. 
Valmy, Manila, Marne, Verdun — each reveals more 
clearly some error or depotism. From out them we 
hear the echoes of carnage, the moans of countless 
dying, the maniacal shouts of diminishing hordes; but 
from out this blackness we think we' see a light, from 
this chaos glimpses of a hope in an endless progress. 
There have been irreconcilable conflicts in welfares, the 
lesser have succumbed to the greater, and humanity 
has crept, we still believe, a little higher. 

So long as men are limited in conception and vision, 
just so long conflicts in welfares will now and then 
arise, and the conflicts will be irreconcilable in pro- 
portion as our conception and vision are limited. In case 
of an irreconcilable conflict between two welfares, one or 
the other must succumb. The question, therefore, be- 
comes, Which one ? Unless we are willing to grant that 
the world is irretrievably headed for hell, there can 
be but one answer, and that answer is that the lesser 
and lower must succumb to the greater and higher. 
When all progress and happiness and life depend upon 
justice, and justice is attacked, no maudlin sentimen- 
tality should be permitted to perpetuate injustice at the 
expense of justice. In the case of an irreconcilable con- 
flict between welfares, therefore, the maxim must be 
that the lesser and lower must succumb to the greater 
and higher. 

The application of all this ought not to be difficult 
for intelligent Americans to make "in this day of high 
resolution, when every principle we hold dearest is to be 
vindicated and made secure for the salvation of the na- 
tions." 



